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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-2, 5, 12, 29-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Oran 
'et al. (US.Pat.#: 7,194,354). 

Regarding claim 7, Oran et al. ("Oran") teaches a method of configuring a packet based 
phone for initiating an emergency call in a packet based network, comprising: 

receiving an ERL record at a packet based phone, said ERL record being associated with 
the phone's emergency response location (i.e., a VoIP phone at switch 105, as shown in figure 1 
could query the switch 124 which performs a lookup on its geo-location table 310 and return the 
matching physical coordinates to the querying device, col. 10, lines 38-48); and 

transmitting from the packet-based phone at least a portion of the ERL record as part of 
an emergency call setup process (i.e., the VoIP device makes a 91 1 call, it appends its physical 
coordinates as obtained from the network switch 124, col. 10, lines 49-55). 

Regarding claim 2, note col. 1 , lines 56-59. 

Regarding claim 5, note col. 10, lines 49-55. 
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Regarding claim 12, note col. 10, lines 49-54. 

Regarding claim 29, Oran teaches a method of configuring a packet based phone for 
initiating an emergency call in a packet based network, comprising: 

determining an ERI of the packet based phone (i.e., the switch 124 receives a query from 
a VoIP phone and the switch performs a lookup on its geo-location table 310 and return the 
matching physical coordinates to the querying device, col. 10, lines 38-48); and 

transmitting a corresponding ERI record to the packet based phone, said ERI record 
including parameters enabling the packet based phone to initiate an emergency 91 1 call (i.e., the 
VoIP device makes a 91 1 call, it appends its physical coordinates as obtained from the network 
switch 124, col. 10, lines 49-55). 

Regarding claim 30, note col.l, lines 56-59. 

Regarding claims 31-33, note col.10, lines 49-55. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
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the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. Claims 3-4, 6-11, 13-17, 25 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Oran et al. (US. Pat. #: 7,194,354) in view of Stumer et al. (Pub. No.: US 
2003/0063714). 

regarding claim 3, Oran teaches all subject matters as claimed above, except for 
transmitting Emergency Location Identification Number (ELIN) in the emergency call to a 
central office. However, Stumer et al. ("Stumer") teaches such feature in paragraph [0046] for a 
purpose of allowing the operator of a PSAP to call back the calling party. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the use of the feature of transmitting ELIN in the emergency 
call to a central office, as taught by Stumer, into view of Oran in order to provide the operator of 
a PSAP to call back the caller. 

Regarding claim 4, Oran further teaches the ERL record and among other information 
being loaded and transmitted from the querying device in a session initiation protocol (SIP) 
message to the network office 124 (see col. 10, lines 49-55). Stumer teaches the ELIN is 
transmitted in the emergency call. Therefore, combination of Oran and Stumer obviously 
teaches feature of the ELIN being transmitted in the SIP message. 

Regarding claims 6 and 34, Oran further teaches that the ERL record may be transmitted 
in other types of messages such as Media Gateway Control Protocol (MGCP) or MEGACO, a 
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call signaling protocol such as H.323. Therefore, it would have been obvious to transmit the 
ELIN in an SDP contained in a SIP INVITE message or to transmit as a textual message in the 
body of a SIP OK message... 

Regarding claims 7-1 1 and 13-17, Stumer further teaches limitations of the claims in 
paragraphs [0022], [0024], [0031], [0038] and [0046] 

Regarding claim 25, Stumer further teaches limitations of the claims in paragraphs 

[0031]. 

5. Claims 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Oran et al. 
(US. Pat. #: 7,194,354) in view of Stumer et al. (Pub. No.: US 2003/0063714) as applied to 
claims 1 and 12 above, and further in view of Karaul et al. (Pub. No.: US 2002/0024943). 

Regarding claims 18-19, Oran and Stumer, in combination, teaches all subject matters as 
claimed above, except for the features of SIP proxy server and INVITE message. However, 
Karaul et al. ("Karaul") teaches such features in paragraph [0082] for a purpose of setting up a 
packet based call. 

Therefore^ it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the use of the feature of SIP proxy server and INVITE 
message, as taught by Karaul, into view of Oran and Stumer in order to setup a packet based call. 

6. Claims 20, 24, and 35-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Oran et al. (US. Pat. #: 7,194,354) in view of Becker et al. (Pub. No.: US 2005/0007999). 
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Regarding claims 20, 35-36, Oran fails to teach the feature of determining the emergency 
response location of the phone based in apart on an IP address of the phone. However, Becker et 
al. ("Becker") teaches such feature in paragraphs [0032] and [0035] for a purpose of providing 
the operator of a PSAP to callback the caller. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the use of the feature of determining the emergency response 
location of the phone based in apart on an IP address of the phone, as taught by Becker, into 
view of Oran in order to provide the operator of a PSAP to callback the caller. 

Regarding claim 24, Becker further teaches limitations of the claim in paragraph [0002]. 

7. Claims 21 and 37-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Oran et al. (US. Pat. #: 7,194,354) in view of Brouwer et al. (Pub. No.: US 2004/0057425). 

Regarding claims 21,37-38, Oran fails to teach the feature of determining the emergency 
response location of the phone based in apart on a MAC address of the phone. However, 
Brouwer et al. ("Brouwer") teaches such feature in the Abstract's last sentence for a purpose of 
providing the operator of a PSAP to callback the caller. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the use of the feature of determining the emergency response 
location of the phone based in apart on an MAC address of the phone, as taught by Brouwer, into 
view of Oran in order to provide the operator of a PSAP to callback the caller. 
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8. Claims 22 and 39-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Oran et al. (US. Pat. #: 7,194,354) in view of Powers et al. (Pub. No.: US 2004/0160363). 

Regarding claims 22, 39-40, Oran fails to teach the feature of determining the emergency 
response location of the phone based in apart on a serial number of the phone. However, Powers 
et al. ("powers") teaches such feature in the paragraph [0056] for a purpose of providing the 
operator of a PSAP to callback the caller. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the use of the feature of determining the emergency response 
location of the phone based in apart on an serial number of the phone, as taught by Powers, into 
view of Oran in order to provide the operator of a PSAP to callback the caller. 

9. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Oran et al. (US. 
Pat. #: 7,194,354) in view of Knox (Pub. No.: US 2004/0190497). 

Regarding claim 23, Oran fails to teach the feature of transmitting an address of a PSTN 
gateway device for use during an emergency call. However, Knox teaches such feature in the 
paragraph [0029] for a purpose of routing the emergency call to the desired PSAP. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the use of the feature of transmitting an address of a PSTN 
gateway device for use during an emergency call, as taught by Knox, into view of Oran in order 
to route the emergency call to the destination PSAP. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

10. Claims 26-28 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

1 1 . Claims 4 1 -69 are allowed. 



12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed to Binh K. Tieu whose telephone number is (571) 272-7510 and E- 

mail address: BINH.TIEU@USPTO.GOV . 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, Mr. Curtis Kuntz, can be reached on (571) 272-7499 and IF PAPER HAS BEEN 

MISSED FROM THIS OFFICIAL ACTION PACKAGE, PLEASE CALL CUSTOMER 

SERVICE FOR THE SUBSTITUTIONS OR COPIES. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
Or faxed to: 

(571)273-8300 
Hand Carry Deliveries to: 

Customer Service Window 
(Randolph Building) 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 

In formation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (FAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the FAIR 
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system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Date: January 2008 



/BINH K. TIEU/ 

Primary Examiner 
Technology Division 2614 



